In Kadiwéu, classifiers (CL in 1) are an obligatory ingredient of all determiner-like elements, such as quantifiers, numerals, and wh-words for arguments (2) (3) (4) . A classifier may also appear by itself, obligatorily inflected for gender (5), or with the proximal/anaphoric marker nG-(6). What all elements with classifiers have in common is that they contribute an atomized/individualized interpretation of the NP. So, in our view, deictic classifiers are elements with a function similar to that of the well-known class of numeral classifiers, but they occur inside determiners. Bare nouns are normally interpreted as number neutral (7). In the case of count nouns, a bare singular NP is interpreted as a group (of 1 or more representatives of the kind), while a bare singular mass noun is interpreted as an unspecified amount of a substance. Even bare plurals of count nouns are interpreted as denoting several groups rather than individuals (8). Once a classifier is present, count nouns are seen as atoms in the singular (5-6), and as more than one individual in the plural (9), and masses are necessarily interpreted as packaged/coming in (a number of) containers (10). Note that, to encode plurality, classifiers are obligatorily inflected for number (marked with an invariablewa morpheme), but nouns only optionally (9), with lexically selected suffixes. Bale & Khanjian (2014) propose that classifiers are like measure nouns in English in that they require their complements to be interpreted as complete semi-lattices, i.e. as constituents compatible with kind reference, the most telling diagnostic being that such phrases obligatorily scope under negation. Thus, they derive the complementarity between classifiers and plurality from the fact that, unlike English plurals, Western Armenian plurals are not interpreted as complete semi-lattices. Nevertheless, this does not in principle rule out languages with classifiers and English-type plurals, which would allow them to co-occur. Turning to Kadiwéu, even though plural morphology on nouns is sufficient for plural reference (and for controlling obligatory plural agreement) when CL is not present, it is not enough to license determiners with CL but without the -wa plural (9); CL alone in nonsingular contexts is not licit even with numerals (i.e. unlike Chinese), see (3), or other quantifiers. Indeed, in accordance with Bale & Khanjian's prediction, nouns with plural suffixes without CL do not obligatorily scope under negation (11), like Western Armenian plurals. On the contrary, CL-wa N-(PL) sequences obligatorily scope under negation (12).
We argue that the typological rarity of number in classifier languages is due to the fact that D in such languages does not carry an interpretable [Number] feature, hence no number distinctions are expressed as high as D; in other words, D with [Number] (as in Indoeuropean) does not select ClassP. On the other hand, as clearly seen in the polysynthetic structure of Kadiwéu determiners (13), which directly reflects the order of the relevant projections, as well as in Western Armenian, which obeys the Mirror Principle and strictly has one invariable
